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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The specification is objected to because the material starting from page 3, line 10, and 
ending on page 7, line 15, appears to be essentially a verbatim repetition of the claims. There is 
no need to repeat that which can be found elsewhere in its entirety. The purpose of the brief 
summary of invention is to apprise the public, and more especially those interested in the 
particular art to which the invention relates, of the nature of the invention; see MPEP § 
608.01(d). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 
Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

With regards to claim 3, the term "a plurality of unit devices allocated in single removable 
device" appears to have a type by missing an "a" and perhaps should read "a plurality of unit 
devices allocated in a single removable device". Also, the term "hub unit" in line 4 might read 
better if it was replaced with "a hub unit". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

With regards to claim 1 , the term "a removable device which is attached/detached 
to/from a universal peripheral device interface of a computer executing an automatic startup 
script stored in a device of a specified type when the device is connected thereto" renders the 
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claim indefinite since it's not clear as to what element (the removable device or the computer) 
executes the automatic startup script nor what element (the removable device or the computer) 
is connected to (or includes) the device that stores said automatic startup script. 

With further regards to claim 1, the term "a computer" in lines 2 and 8 render the claim 
indefinite since it's not clear if the second "a computer" term is referring to the first instance or if 
it's a new instance. Also, the term "an automatic startup script" in lines 2 and 7-8 render the 
claim indefinite since it's not clear if the second "an automatic startup script" term is referring to 
the first instance or if it's a new instance. In line 8, the term "the storage device" lacks 
antecedent basis, and in line 9, the term "the device" is not clear if it's referring to the "a 
removable device" from line 1, "a device" from line 3, or to "the storage device" from line 8. 

With regards to claim 6, the term "the files contained therein" in line 9 renders the claim 
indefinite since it's not clear if the files are stored in the storage device or the removable disk or 
the trash bin. 

Due to claims 2-6 and 9-1 0, being dependent from claim 1 , they suffer from the same 
deficiencies and thus are rejected under the same rationale. 

With regards to claim 1 1 , the term "a program" in lines 1 and 7 render the claim 
indefinite since it's not clear if the second recitation of the term is a new instance of a program 
or if it's referring to the program from line 1 or to the detection program from line 2. Also, in lines 
3 and 6-7, the term "an automatic startup script" renders the claim indefinite since it's not clear if 
the second "an automatic startup script" term is referring to the first instance or if it's a new 
instance. Furthermore, the term "a computer" in lines 3-4 and 5 render the claim indefinite since 
it's not clear if the second "a computer" term is referring to the first instance or if it's a new 
instance. 
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With further regards to claim 1 1 , the term "executing the detection program a computer 
in advance" in line 5 is not clear since it appears to make the computer execute the detection 
program before the removable device is coupled to the computer thus creating the problem of 
executing the detection program before it is even installed. 

With regards to claim 13, due to it's similarities to claim 1, it is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Due to the vagueness and a lack of clear definiteness in the claims, the claims have 
been treated on their merits as best understood by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,3,5,11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
Patent Application Publication No. US 2002/0003576 A1 to Konishi et al. (hereinafter Konoshi). 

Claim 1, Konoshi teaches a removable device [fig 28 element 11] which is 
attached/detached to/from a universal peripheral device interface [fig 28 element 13 includes a 
USB interface such as element 123 in order to communicate via the USB connection] of a 
computer [fig 28 element 13] executing an automatic startup script stored in a device of a 
specified type when the device is connected thereto [paragraphs 134-135], comprising: 

a ROM or a read-writable storage device as a main storage device [fig 28 element 121 
or 122]; and 

a simulation unit [fig 28 element 119] configured to return a signal [fig 28 arrow element 
labeled "response"] indicating that the device is of a specified type in which an automatic startup 
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script [fig 28 element 1 19b/1 19a] is stored in the storage device and executed by a computer to 
which the device is attached, in response to an inquiry signal [fig 28 arrow element labeled 
"request"] concerning the type of the device sent from the computer upon connection to the 
universal peripheral device interface [paragraph 135]. 

With regards to claim 3, Konoshi teaches the removable device according to claim 1, 
further comprising: 

a plurality of unit devices allocated in single removable device [fig 28 elements 121 and 
122]; and 

hub unit configured to allocate data exchange with the computer side to each of the unit 
devices [fig 28 element 119]. 

With regards to claim 5, Konoshi teaches the removable device [fig 28 element 11] 
according to any of claims claim 1, wherein an auto-starting program [fig 28 element 1 19b] 
launched by the automatic startup script [fig 28 element 1 19a] is stored in the storage device in 
advance [fig 28 elements 1 19a/1 19b are stored in element 119], and 

the auto-starting program establishes associations between desired file extensions and 
desired programs on a temporary basis only while the removable device is in use [paragraphs 
134-135]. 

With regards to claim 11, Konoshi teaches a method for launching a program 
[paragraphs 134-135], comprising: 

executing an installer program [fig 28 element 1 19a] for installing a detection program 
[fig 28 element 1 19b], which is stored in a removable device [fig 28 element 11] 
attached/detached to/from a universal peripheral device interface of a computer [fig 28 element 
13 includes a USB interface such as element 123 in order to communicate via the USB 
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connection] of a computer [fig 28 element 13], such that the detection program is installed in the 
computer [paragraphs 134-135]; 

executing the detection program a computer in advance [paragraphs 134-135]; and 

launching, when the removable device is attached to a universal peripheral device 
interface of the computer, a program corresponding to specified data in the removable device by 
the detection program [paragraphs 134-135]. 

With regards to claim 13, Konoshi teaches a removable device [fig 28 element 1 1] which 
is attached/detached to/from a universal peripheral device interface [fig 28 element 13 includes 
a USB interface such as element 123 in order to communicate via the USB connection] of a 
computer [fig 28 element 13] executing an automatic startup script stored in a device of a 
specified type when the device is connected thereto [paragraphs 134-135], comprising: 

a ROM or a read-writable storage device as a main storage device [fig 28 element 121 
or 122]; and 

means for returning a signal [fig 28 element 1 1 9, fig 28 arrow element labeled 
"response"] indicating that the device is of a specified type in which an automatic startup script 
[fig 28 element 1 19b/1 19a] is stored in the storage device and executed by a computer to which 
the device is attached, in response to an inquiry signal [fig 28 arrow element labeled "request"] 
concerning the type of the device sent from the computer upon connection to the universal 
peripheral device interface [paragraph 135]. 

Claims 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
Patent No. 6,353,885 to Herzi et al. (hereinafter Herzi). 

With regards to claim 12, Herzi teaches a removable device [fig 1 elements 24, 28] 
attached/detached to/from a universal peripheral device interface [fig 1 element 26 - column 2 
lines 54-60] of a computer [fig 1 element 10], comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/532,689 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2181 

a ROM or read-writable storage device as its main storage device [fig 1 element 28]; 

a boot controller configured to send a reply representing a flexible disk drive in response 
to access from a BIOS of the computer via the universal peripheral device interface and to boot 
the computer by providing information stored in the storage device and used for starting an 
operating system of the computer [column 2 lines 8-19, column 3 lines 54-64, column 4 lines 4- 
51, column 6 lines 41-62]. 

With regards to claim 14, Herzi teaches a removable device [fig 1 elements 24, 28] 
attached/detached to/from a universal peripheral device interface [fig 1 element 26 - column 2 
lines 54-60] of a computer [fig 1 element 10], comprising: 

a ROM or read-writable storage device as its main storage device [fig 1 element 28]; and 

means for sending a reply representing a flexible disk drive in response to access from a 
BIOS of the computer via the universal peripheral device interface and booting the computer by 
providing information stored in the storage device and used for starting an operating system of 
the computer [column 2 lines 8-19, column 3 lines 54-64, column 4 lines 4-51, column 6 lines 
41-62]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Application Publication No. US 2002/0003576 A1 to Konishi et al. (hereinafter Konoshi) 
in view of US Patent No. 6,088,802 to Bialick et al. (hereinafter Bialick). 
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With regards to claim 4 the removable device [fig 28 element 11] according to any one of 
claims claim 1, wherein an auto-starting program [fig 28 element 119b] launched by the 
automatic startup script [fig 28 element 1 19a] is stored in the storage device in advance [fig 28 
elements 1 1 9a/1 1 9b are stored in element 1 1 9]. Konoshi teaches all of the above limitations 
but is silent as to the auto-starting program, along with performing password-based 
authentication, performs, or lets the removable device perform, at least either formatting of 
specified data or termination of the program when an incorrect password is entered a 
predetermined number of times. However, Bialick teaches a program, along with performing 
password-based authentication, performs, or lets a removable device perform, at least either 
formatting of specified data or termination of the program when an incorrect password is 
entered a predetermined number of times for the benefit of providing authorized use of the 
peripheral device or for preventing unauthorized use of the peripheral device [Bialick column 10 
lines 45-61]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Konoshi and Bialick to have the auto-starting program, along with 
performing password-based authentication, performs, or lets the removable device perform, at 
least either formatting of specified data or termination of the program when an incorrect 
password is entered a predetermined number of times for the benefit of providing authorized 
use of the removable device or for preventing unauthorized use of the removable device [Bialick 
column 10 lines 45-61]. 

With regards to claim 9, Konoshi teaches the removable device [fig 28 element 11] 
according to claim 1 wherein an auto-starting program [fig 28 element 119b] launched by the 
automatic startup script [fig 28 element 1 19a] is stored in the storage device in advance [fig 28 
elements 1 1 9a/1 1 9b are stored in element 1 1 9]. Konoshi teaches all of the above limitations 
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but is silent as to the execution of the auto-starting program is preconditioned by password- 
based authentication. However, Bialick teaches execution of a program on a peripheral device 
being preconditioned by password-based authentication for the benefit of providing authorized 
use of the peripheral device or for preventing unauthorized use of the peripheral device [Bialick 
column 10 lines 45-61]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Konoshi and Bialick to have the execution of the auto-starting 
program be preconditioned by password-based authentication for the benefit of providing 
authorized use of the removable device or for preventing unauthorized use of the removable 
device [Bialick column 10 lines 45-61]. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Application Publication No. US 2002/0003576 A1 to Konishi et al. (hereinafter Konoshi) in view 
of US Patent Application Publication No. US 2003/0174167 A1 to Poo et al. (hereinafter Poo). 

With regards to claim 10, Konoshi teaches the removable device [fig 28 element 11] 
according to claim 1, wherein an auto-starting program [fig 28 element 119b] launched by the 
automatic startup script [fig 28 element 1 19a] is stored in the storage device in advance [fig 28 
elements 1 19a/1 19b are stored in element 119]. Konoshi teaches all of the above limitations 
but is silent as to the auto-starting program is an electronic mail program which, along with 
operating based on account information contained in the removable device, stores sent and 
received electronic mail data in the removable device. However, Poo teaches a peripheral 
device having a program being an electronic mail program which, along with operating based on 
account information contained in the removable device, stores sent and received electronic mail 
data in the removable device [Poo - abstract, paragraphs 16-21] for the benefit of enabling 
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users to access, view and send email using any PC connected to a network [Poo - paragraph 
15]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Konoshi and Poo to have the auto-starting program be an electronic 
mail program which, along with operating based on account information contained in the 
removable device, stores sent and received electronic mail data in the removable device [Poo - 
abstract, paragraphs 16-21] for the benefit of enabling users to access, view and send email 
using any PC connected to a network [Poo - paragraph 15]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2 and 6 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

With regards to claim 2, the prior art alone or in combination fail to teach wherein the 
simulation unit returns an absence signal representing an absence of media at least once, and 
then returning returns a presence signal representing a presence of the media in response to 
inquiry signals as to a presence of media repeated via the universal peripheral device interface, 
in combination with the other limitations found in the claim. 

With regards to claim 6, the prior art alone or in combination fail to teach wherein an 
auto-starting program launched by the automatic startup script is stored in the storage device in 
advance, and the auto-starting program is configured: to handle files that have been deleted in a 
storage area of the storage device recognized as a removable disk by the computer as 
candidate files marked for deletion in a trash bin specific to the removable disk, and with respect 
to the candidate files marked for deletion, to accept and execute an operation of displaying the. 
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files contained therein, an operation of restoring a desired file, and an operation of completely 
erasing some or all of the files, in combination with the other limitations found in the claim. 
Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0233533 A1 to Avraham teaches executing 
boot code from memory to boot a machine. 

US Patent No. 6,654,797 to Kamper teaches storing boot information in a smartcard for 
a computer to use when booting up. 

US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0226006 to Ballard teaches loading up boot 
code from flash memory when starting up a computer. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to DAVID E. MARTINEZ whose telephone number is (571)272-4152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alford Kindred can be reached on 571-272-4037. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DM 

/Alford W. Kindred/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2181 



